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K. PLESIDENT
this discussion with awe. < The
wighty gquestion, with ‘mtli‘.“ih issues, which it
v e oppresses me AKE B
;tll-full‘,ea‘-.;rut{;}trgsd with irresistible storm
ruio. it seems to fill tha whole heavens,
me peinfully conscious how unequal | am 0
» sooasion—how unequsl, slso, i all that [
can say, to all that I feel.

ly delivering my sentiments here to day, 1
Juall greak fraokly—acoording to my gonvie
tions, without concealment or reserve. Bat if
cuvthing fell from the Senator from Ilinois,
(Mr Dnoteras,) in opening this discussion,
whicl might seem to challenge o perFonal con-

| upproach

test. | desire to say that | shall not enter upon | of

it . Lot not o word or & tone pass my lips to
direet sttention, for & moment, from the tran-
scendéut thewe, by the side of which Senators
sod Presidents are but dwarfs. [ would not
firzet thoss wineaitios which belong to this
place, und wre 8o well calculated to temper
the sotazonism of debate ; nor can [ cease to
remember and to feel, that, amidst all diversi-
tis of opinion, we are the representatives of
thisty-one sister republics, koit together by

{<oluble tie, and constituting that Plural
{'nt which we all embrace by the endearing
nalie O cOUB'ry.

The juestion presented for your oconsidera-
ton i+ oot surpstsed in grandeur by soy
which has cceurred in our pational history
wnce the Doclaration of Independence. In
; nspeet it assumes gigaotic proportions,
wr we simply consider the extent of ter-
ritury it concerns, or the public faith, or na-
tonal policy which it affzets, or that higher

sistion—that Question of Questions, as far
shove others as Liberty is above the common
things of life—which it opens anew for judg-
went.

It concorne an immense region, larger than
the original thirteen States, vying in extent
with all the existing Free States, stretcifing
gver prairie, field, and forest—interlaced by
wiver streams, skirted by protesting mountains,
and constitating the heart of the North Ameri-
can continent—only a little emaller, let me add,
than three great European countries combined—
{taly, Spuin, and Franee, each of which, in sue-
cession. has dominated over the world. This
territory hias already been likened, on this floor,
to the Garden of God. The similitade is
found, not merely in its present pure and vir-
gin character, but in its actual geographiecal
atuation. occupying central spaces on this
homisphere, which, in their general relations
may well compare with that early Asiatio
howe.  We are told that,

Southward through Eden went a river large ;

-~

o here we have a stream which is larger than
the Eaphrates. Aud Lere, too, amidst all the
swling products of nature, lavished by the
hand of God, is the goodly tree of Liberty,
plunted by our fathers, which, without exag-
geration, or cven imagination, may be likened
10

—the tree of lifs,

aing wmbrosial fruit

High eminent, Lilos
{ vegetable gold.
It is with regard to this territory, that
wre now ealled to exercise the grandest funotion
{ the lawgiver, by establishing those rules of
polity which witl determine its future charae-
ter. As the twig 18 bent the tree inclines; and
the iniloencas impressed upon the early daya of
an smpire—like those upon & child—are of in-
conczivible importance toits future weal or woe.
The bill now before us, proposes to organize
sud equip two new territorial establishments,
with governors, sacretaries, legislative councils,
legislators, judges, marshals, and the whole
machinery of civil society. Such a measure,
at any time, would deserve the most careful
sttention.  Bat, at the present moment, it
Justly excitean peculiar interest, from the effort
mwude—on pretences unsustained by facta—in
solemn covenant, and of the early
{vur fathers—to open this immense
eEion b Savery.

Veeording to existing law, this Territory is
now pusrded ugainst Slavery by a positive
probifution. embodisd in the Aet of Congrees,

wed March fith, 1820, proparatory to the
“dmis=ion of Mis:ouri into the Union, as a
meter State, and in the fllowing explicit

viclutii nof

Primeipoe

< > Be st further enacted, That in all that
Vartitury evided by Mrance 1o the United States, under
fwwiserna, which lies north of thirty-six
Puters amd thirty minutes of north latitude, not in-
luded within the limits of the State contomplated by
His Wl SLAVERY AND INVOLUNTARY SEEVITUDE,
stherni= than ss the punishment of crimes, snaLL
B, asn s neeesy, FOREVER PROUIBITED."

It is now proposed to sst aside thia prohi-
litiom . but there seems to be a singular inde-
weion a8 to the way in which the deed shall be
dime.  From the time of its first introduction,
in the report of the Committee on Territories,
the proposition has assumed different shapes;
&nd it promises to pssume as many as Protens;
now, one thing in form, and now, another;
now, like a riser, and then like s flame; but,
in every form und shape, identical in eub-
<ance . with but ona end and aim—its be-all
wnil end-ali—the overthrow of the Prohibition
of Slavery.

At first, it proposed simply to declare, that
the States formed out of this Territory should
e admitted into the Union, “ with or without
NMasery,” and did not directly assume to touch
this probibition. For some reason this was
uot satisfactory, and then it was precipitately
jroposed to declare, that the prohibition in
the Missouri act * was superseded by the prin-
ciples of the Jegislation of 1850, commonly
talled the Compromise Mensares, and is hereby
drelured inoperative?” But this would not do;
wad it ie now proposed to declare, that the
Frobibition, “ being inconsistent with the prin-
“les of non-intervention, by Congress, with
“arery in the States and Territories, as recog-
meed by the legislation of 1850, commonly
called the Compromise Measuree, is herely
deslared inoperative and void.”

All this is to be done on pretences founded
upon the Slavery enactments of 1850; seck-
g with mingled sudacity and cunning, “by
wdirection to find direstion out” Now, sir,

&m not here to speak in behalf of those
measures, or to lean in any way upon their
support.  Relating to different subject-matters,
vontained in different acts, which prevailed
sucessisely, at diffarent times, and by different
Votes—some persons voting for one measure,
Tﬂl_l €ome voting for another, and very few
bing for all, they cannot be regarded as a
it embodying conditions of compact, or com-
fomize. if_you please, adopted cqually by all
pres, and, therefore, cbligatory on all par-
:J:l Butﬂg?ce this broken series of measures
# been adduced as an apology for the propo-
bion now Lefore us, [ desire to say, that, such
they are, they eannot, by any effort of in-
Fpretation, by any distorting wand of power,
any perverse alchemy, be transmuted into
repeal of that original prohibition of Sla-
'y
2 this head thers are saveral points to
Fich | would merely call attention, and then
s on.  First: The Slavery enactments of
50 did not pretend, in to touch, much

to change, the condition of the Louisiana
rritory, which was already ﬁ“d;! Con-
essionsl enactment, but simply acted upon
'newly-acquired Territories,” the condition of
which was not already ﬁxa:‘ by Congresional
éosotment  The two transsctions related to

tsubject-mattors Secondly: The enact-
mente do not direetly touch the subjest of
Slavery, during the territorisl existence of
Utah and New Mexico; but they provide

shall be received “with or without Slavery.”
Here certainly can be no overthrow of an act
of Congress which concerns a Terri

during its Territorial existence. Thirdly: Dur-
ing all the discussion of these measures in Con-
gress, and afterwards before the peopls, and
through the public press, at the North and the
South alike, no was heard to intimate
that the ibition of Slavery in the Missouri

%\‘ct was in any way disturbed. And, fourfhly -

be acts themselvea contain a formal provision,
that *“nothing herein contained shall be con-
strued to impair or qualify anything” in a cer-
tain article of the resolutions annexing Texas,
wherein it is ex y declared, that in terri-
tn-Lnotth of the Missouri Compromise line,
“8 , or involuntary servitude, except for
arime, be ibited.”
But | do not dwell on these things. These
have been amply refuted by
me. Itis clear,
beyond all contradiction, that the ibition
of Slavery in this territory has not super-
or in any way contravened by the Slavery
ots of 1850. The proposition before you is,
therefore, original in it8 character, without
sanction from any former legislation ; and it
must, aocordingly, be judged by its merits, as
an original propesition.
Here let it be remembered, that the friends
Freedom are not open to any charge of ag-
gression. They are now standing on the de-
fensive, guarding the early intrenchments
thrown up by our fathers. No proposition to
abolish Slavery anywhere, ia now before you;
but, on the contrary, & proposition to abolish
Freedom. The term Aboliﬁon}ur., ;rdbioh is 80
often applied in re just ongs, on
this nompl?on, to himp::l:gb:rﬁluld gverthww this
well-established lacdmark. He is, indeed, no
Abolitionist of Slavery; let him be called, sir,
an Abolitionist of Frecdom. For myself,
whether with many or few, my place is
Even if alome, my feeble arm shall not be
wanting as & bar against this outrage.

Oa two distinot grounds, “both strong against
the deed,” | now arraign it; First, in the
name of Public Faith, as an infraction of the
solemn obligations assumed recall by
the South on the admission of Missouri into
the Union a8 a Slave State; Secondly, [ i

it in the name of Freedom, as an unjustifiable
departure from the original Anti-Slavery pol-
icy of our fathers. These two heads Izgpose
to consider in their order, glancing under the
latter at the objections to the prohibition of
Slavery in the Territories.

And here, gir, before | approach the argument,
indulge me with a few preliminary words
on the character of thia Propodtion. Slavery
is the forcible subjection of one human being, in
person, labor, or property, to the will of ancther.
[n thia simple statement is involved its whole in-.
justice. There is no offence against religion,
against morals, against humanity, which may
not stalk, in the license of this institution, “un-
whipt of justice.” For the husband and wife
there is no marriage ; for the mother there is no
assurance that her infant child will not be rav-
ished from her breast ; for all who bear the name
of Slave, there is nothing that they can call,
theirown. Without a father, without a mother,
almost without a God, the slavo has nothing
but & master. [t would be contrary to that
Rule of Right, which is ordained by God, if such
a eystem, though mitigated often by a patriar-
chsl kindness, and by a plaasible physical com-
fort, could be ctherwise than pernicious in its
influences. It is confeesed, that the master
suffers not less than the slave. And this is
not all. The whole social fabric is disorganized ;
labor loses its dignity ; industry sickens ; edu-
cation finds no schools, and all the land of Sla-
very is impoverished. And now, sir, when the
consziencs of mankind is at lsst aroused to
theso thinge, whéh, throughout the ecivilized
world, a slavedealer isa by-word and areproach,
we, a8 a nation, are about to open a new mar-
ket to the traffickers in flesh, that haunt the
shambles of the South. Such an act, at this
time, is removed from all reach of that pallia-
tion often vouchsafed to Slavery. This wrong,
we are speciously told, by those who secek to
defend it, is not our original sin.o It was en-
tailed upon us, e0 we are instructed, by our an-
oestors ; and the responsibility is often, with
exultation, thrown upon the mother country.
Now, without stopping to inquire into the val-
ue of this apology, which is never adduced in
behalf of other abuses, and which availed
nothing against that kingly power, imposed by

overthrew, it is sufficient, fur the present pur-
pose, to know, that it is now proposed to make
Slavery our own original s¢t. Here ia a fresh
casa of aotual transgression, which we cannot
cust upon the ghoulders of any progonitors,
nor upon any mother country, distant in time or
place. The Congress of the United States, the
people of the United States, at this day, in this
vaunted period of light, will be respongible for
it, so that it shall be said hercafter, so long as
the dismal history of Slavery is read, that, in
the year of Christ 1854, & new and deliberats
act waa passed, by which a vast territory was
opened to its inroads.

Alope in the company of pations does our
country assume this hatefal championship.
In des
tutes the “peculiar institution” of that great
empire, i never allowed to travel with the im-
perial flag, acoording to the American preten-
sion, into provinces newly acquired by the
common blood and treasure, but is carefully
restricted by positive probibition, in barmony
with the general conecience, within its ancient
confines: and this prohibition—the Wilmot
Proviso of Russia—is rigorously enforced on
e side, in all the provinces, asin Besarabia
on the south, and Poland on the west, 8o that,
in fact, no Russian nobleman has been able to
move into these important territories with his
slaves. Thus Russia speaks for Freedom,
and disowns the slaveholding dogms of our
country. Far away inthe East, at “ the gate-
ways of the day,” in effeminate India, slavery
has been condemned; in Constantinople, the
queenly seat of the most powerful M ed-
an empire, where barbarism still mingles with
civilization, the Ottoman Sultan has fastened

Barbary States of Africa, occupying the same
parallels of latitude with the slave States of
our Union, and resembling them in the nature
of their boundaries, their productions, their
climate, and the “ peculiar institution,” which
sought shelter in both, have baen changed into
Abolitionista.  Algiers, eeated near the line
of 36 deg. 30 min., has been dedicated to Free-
dom. Morooco, by ite untutored ruler, has
expressed its desire, stamped in the formal
terms of a treaty;that the very name of sla-
very may perish from the minds of men; and
only recently, from the Dey of Tunis has pro-
ceeded that noble act, by which, “In honor
of God, and to distinguish man from the brute
ereation ”—I[ quote his own words—he decreed
its total abolition throughout his dominions.
Let Christian America be willing to be tanght
by these exsmples. God forbid that our Re-

blic—* heir of all the ages foremost in the

les of time”’—should adopt snew the barba-
rism which they have rencunced.

As the effort now making is ex‘raordinary in
character, so no assumption seems too extraor-
dinary to be wielded il} its support. The pri
mal truth of the equality of men, as proclaim-
ed in our Declaration of Independence, has
been aseailed, and this great charter of our
country discrodited. Sir, you and I will soon
pass away, but that will continue to stand,
above impeachment or question. The Decla-
ration of Independence was a Daclaratioa of
Rights, and the language employed, though
Eeet wiki thodoagn andspherool Do

ined within the design an s De

laration of Righta, invaﬁ-leng no such abeurdity
as was attributed to it y by the Sens-
tor from Indiana, [Mr. PerriT.] Sir,itis s
palpable fact that men are not in

hysical strength or in mental ties,
Kun of form or health of body. mor-
tal ofm flesh differ, as do tkulmvoddi]
ta. versity or uality in thess re-
ia the law meq- But, a8 God is

.

pectively, that, when admitted as Statea, they

L

the mother country, and which our fathers |

tic Russia, the serfdom which consti- |

upon it the stigma of disapprobation; the |
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! while up-
to age its im-
portance in & manner, from which 1 feel con-
strained kindly, but most strenuously, to dis-
sent. Sir, the census shows that it is of vital
consequence. There is Missouri at this mo-
ment;, m&g I.lll;nouon the ellat xd Nebraska
on thew near game
of latitude, mdmlin c{oh other m
climate, and productions. f‘ll'k, now, the con-
trast! By the potent efficacy of the Ordinance
of the Northwestern Territory, [llincis is now
& frea State, while Missouri has 87,422 elaves;
and the simple question which challenges an
answer is, whether Nebraska shall be pre-
served in the condition of Illinois, or surfen-
dered to that of Missouri? Surely this can-
not be treated lightly. But for myself, I am
nnwill'm%to measure the exigency of the pro-
hibition by the number of persons, whether
many or few, whom it may protect. Human
rights, whetherin a solitary individual or a vast
multitude, are entitled to an equal and unhes-
itating support. In this spirit, the flag of our
country only recently became the impenetra-
ble panoply of an homeless wanderer, who
claimed its protection in a distant sea: and
in this spirit, | am cons'rained to declare that
there is no place accessible to human avarice,
or human lust, or human force, whether in the
lowest valley, or on the loftiest mountain-top,
whether on the broad flower-spangled prairies,
or the snowy crests of the Rocky Mountains,
| whera the prohibition of slavery, like the
| commandments of the Decalogue, should not
| s
[ KOBaa leaving these things behind, I press at
| ones to the argument.
| 1. And now, sir, in the name of that Pub-
| lic Faith, which is the very ligament of civil
i society, and whieh the great Roman ora-
tor tells us it is detestable to break even
| with an enemy, I arraign this scheme,
and hold it up to the judgment of all who
hear me. Thereis an early Italian story of
an experienced citizen, who, when his
nephew told him he had been studying, at
the University of Bologna, the science of
right, said in reply, * You have spent your
time to little purpose. It would have been
better had you learned the science of might,
for that is worth two of the other;” and
| the bystanders of that day all agreed that
the veteran spoke the truth. I begin,
sir, by assuming that honorable Senators
will not act in this spirit— that they will
not substitute might for right — that they
| will not wantonly and flagitiously discard
any obligation, pledge, or covenant, be-
cuuse they chance to possess the power;
| but that, as honest men, desirous to do
right, they will confront this question.
Sir, the proposition before you involves
not merely the repeal of an existing law, but
the infraction of solemn obligations orig-
inally proposed and assumed by the South,
| after a protraeted and embittered contest,

as a covenant of peace — with regard
| to certain specified territory therein de-

scribed, namely : “ All that Territory
| ceded by France to the United States, un-
| der the name of Lonisiana;" according
to which, in consideration of the admis-
sion into the Union of Missouri as a slave
State, Slavery was forever prohibited in all
the remaining part of this Territory which
lies north of 36 deg. 30 min. This ar-
rangement, between different sections
of the Union—the Slave States of the
first part and the Free States of the see-
{ ond part—though usually known as the
| Missouri Compromise, wag at the time
styled a compact. In its stipulations for
Slavery, it was justly repugnant to the
conscience of the North, and ought never
| to have been made; butit hason that side
been performed. And now the unper-
formed outstanding obligations to Free-
dom, originally proposed and assumed by
the South, are resisted.

Years have passed since these obliga-
tions were embodied in the legislation of
Congress, and accepted by the country.
Meanwhile, the statesmen by whom they
were framed and vindicated have, one by
| one, dropped from this earthly sphere.
Their living voices cannot now be heard, to
Blcad for the preservation of that Public

aith to which they were pledged. But
this extraordinary lapse of time, with the
complete fruition by one party of all the
benefits belonging toit, under the compact,
gives to the transaction an added and
most sacred strength, Prescription steps
in with new bonds, to confirm the origi-
nal work ; to the end that while men are
mortal, controversies shall not be immor-
tal. Death, with inexorable scythe, has
mowed down the authors of this ¢om-
pact ; but, with conservative hour-glass, it
has counted out a succession of years,
which now defile before us, like so many
sentinels, to guard the sacred landmark of
Freedom. y

A simple statement of facts, derived
from the journals of Congress and con-
{tcmporary records, will show the origin
' and nature of this compact, the influence
by which it was established, and the obli-
gations which it imposed. .

As early as 1818, at the first session of
| the fifieenth Congress, 2 bill was reported
to the House of Representatives, authori-
zing the people of the Missouri Territory
to form a Constitution and State Govern-
ment, for the admission of such State
into the Union; but, at that session, no
final action was had thereon. At the next
session, in February, 1819, the bill was
again brought forward, when an eminent
Representative of New York, whose life
has been spared till this last summer, Mr.
James TarrMapce, moved a clause pro-
hibiting any further introduction of slaves

into the ;;réposod State, and securing free-
dom to the children born within the State
after its admission into the Union, on at-
taining twenty-five years of age. This
important propesition, which assumed a
wer not only to prohibit the ingress of
lavery into the State itself, but also to
abolish it there, was in the affirm-
ative, after a vehement debate of three
days. Onla division of the question, the
first part, prohibiting the further introduc-
tion of sla'Ei. was adopted by 87 yeas to
76 nays; the second part, providing for
the emancipation of chirdren, was adopted
by 82 yeas to 78 nays. Other propositions
to thwart the operation of these amend-
ments werd voted down, and on the 17th
of February the bill was read a third time,
and passed, with these important restric-
tions. 3 .
In the Senate, after debate, the provi-
sion for the emancipation of children was
struck out by 31 yeas to 7 nays; the
other provision, against the further intro-
duction of Slavery, was struck out by 22
yeas to 16 nays. Thus emasculated, the bill
was returned to the House, which, on
March 2d, by a vote of 78 nays to 76 yeas,
refused its concurrence. The Senate ad-
hered to their amendments, and the House,
by 78 yeas to 66 nays, adhered to their
disagreement; and so at this session the
Missouri bill was lost; and here was a
temporary triumph of Freedom.

Meanwhile, the same controversy was
renewed on the bill pending at the same
time for the organization of the Territory
of Arkansas, then known as the southern
part of the Territory of Missouri. The
restrictions already adopted in the Mis-
souri bill were moved by Mr. TavLor, of
New York, subsequently Speaker; but
after at least six close votes, on the yeas
and nays, in ene of which the House was
equally divided, 88 yeas to 88 nays, they
were lost. |Another proposition by Mr.
Tarvror, simpler in form, that Slavery
should not hereafter be introduced into
this Territory, was lost by 90 nays to 86
yeas; and the Arkansas bill on February
25th was read the third time and passed.
In the Senate, Mr. Burrirr, of Rhode
Island, moved, as an amendment, the pro-
hibition of the further introduction of Sla-
very into this Territory, which was lost by
19 nays to 14 yeas. And thus, without
any provision for Freedom, Arkansas
was organized as a Territory; and here
was a trinmph of Slavery.

At this same session, Alabama was ad-
mitted as a slave State, without any restric-
tion or objection.

It was in the discussion on the Arkau-
sas bill, at this session, that we find the
earliest suggestion of a Compromise. De-
feated in his efforts to prohibit Slavery in
the territory, Mr. Taylor stated that *‘he
thought it important that some line should
be designated beyond which Slavery should
not be permitted,” and he moved its prohi-
bition hereafter in all territories of the
United States north of 36° 30', north lati-
tude, wil any exceplion of Missourt,
which is north of this line. This proposit-
ion, though withdrawn after debate, was at
once welcomed by Mr. Livermore, of New
Hampshire, % as made in the true spirit of
compromise/’ It was opposed by Mr.
Rhea, of Tennessee, on behalf of Slavery,
who avowed himself against every restric-
tion ; and also by Mr. Ogle, of Pennsyl-
vania, on behalf of Freedom, who was
“against any Compromise by which
Slavery, in any of the Territories, should
be recognised or sanctioned by Congress.”
In this spirit it was opposed and sup-
ported by others among whom was Gen-
eral Harrison, afterwards President of the
United States, who ** assented to the ex-
pediency of establishing some such line
of discrimination ;” but proposed a line
due west from the mouth of the Des
Moines, thus constituting the horthern,
and not the southern boundary of Mis-
souri, the partition line between Freedom
and Slavery.

But this idea of Compromise, though
suggested by Taylor, was thus early adopt-
ed and vindicated in this very debate, by
an eminent churacter, Mr. Louts McLawg,
of Delaware, who has since beld high office
in the country, and enjoyed no common
measure of public confidence. Of all the
leading actors in these early scenes, he
and Mr. MeRcER alone are yet spared. On

this occasion he said:

“The fixing of a line on the west of the Mis-
siegippi, n of which Sla should not be
tolerated, had always been with him a favorite
policy, and he hopa:l l-llerd;y_wu not dlltm:
when, u principlea of fair compromise, 1
might m:::u be effected. The pres-
ent attempt he rega as premature

After opposing the restriction on Mis-
souri, he concluged by declaring :

“ At the same time, I do not mean to aban-
don the policy to which [ alluded in the com-
mencement o! my remarks. [ think it but fair
that both sections of the Union should be ac-
commodated on this subject, with regard to
which so much feeling has been manifested.
The same motives of policy which recon-
ciled and harmonized the jarring and discordant
elements of gur system u'iE"nally, and which
enabled the framers of our Constitution
to com ise the different interests which
then iled on this and athor“ u‘l,lﬁeuh, if

ly ch by will ensble us to
mf::e’m objects. “ﬁ’m meet upon prin-
ciples of reciprocity, we cannot fail to do justice
toall. It has already been amd,bg{;rnlkm_
on this floor from the South ond the Wesl, that
they will agree upon a line which shall divide
the slaveholding from the non-slaveholding States.
It is this proposition I am anxious to effect ; but
I wish to effect it by some compact whick shall be
binding upon all parties and all subsequent Legi.
latures ; whigh cannot be o and will
not fluctuate with the diversity of feeling and
of sentiment %0 which this empire, in its march,
must be destined. There is a vast and im-
mense tract of country west of the Mmkxpr,
yet to be settled, snd intimately connected with
the Northern section of the Union, upon which
this Compromise can be effected.”

The suggestions of Compromise were
at this ti:ﬂ{_ vain; each party was de-
termined. The North, by the prevailing
voice of its representatives, claimed all for
Freedom ; the South, by ils potential
command of the Senate, claimed all for

Slavery.
The repost of this debate aroused the
country. r the first time in our history,

Freedom, after an animated struggle, hand
to hand, had been kept in check by
Slavery. The original policy of our Fathers
in the restiiction of Slavery was sus-
pended, and this giant wrong threatened
to stalk into'all the broad national domain.
Men at the North were humbled and
amazed. The imperious demands of
Slavery seemed incredible. Meanwhile,
the whole m.?pu was adjourned from Con-
gress to the people. Through the press
and at public meetings, an earnest voice
was raised against the admission of Mis-
souri into the Union without the restriction
of Slavery. Judges left the bench and
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clergymen the pulpit, to swell the indig-
nant -which arose from good men,
without distinotion of party or of pursuit.

The movement was not confined to a
few persons, nor to a few States. A pub-
lic meeting, at Trenton, in New Jersey,
was followed by others in New York and
Philadelphia, and finally at. Worcester,
Salem, and, Boston, where committees
were organized to rally the country. The
citizens of Baltimore, convened at the
court-house, with the Mayor in the chair,
resolved that the future admission of slaves
into the States hereafter formed west of the
Mississippi, ought to be prohibited by
Congress. Vi 8, towns, and cities, by
memorial, pbtition, and prayer, called upon
Congress to maintain the great principle
of the prehibition of Slavery. ‘I‘L same
rripuph' was also commended by the reso-
utions-of State Legislatures ; and Pennsyl-
vania, inspired by the teachings of Frank-
lin and the convictions of the respectable
denomination of Friends, unanimously
asserted at once the n‘sﬁht and the duty of
Congress to prohibit Slavery west of the
Missiseippi, and solemnly appealed to her
sister States ““to refuse to covenant with
crime.” New Jersey and Delaware fol-
lowed, both also unanimously. Ohio as-
serted the same principle ; so did also In-
diana. The latter State, not content with
providing for the future, severely cen-
sured one of its Senators, for his vote to
organize Arkansas without the prohibition
of Slavery. The resolutions of New York
were reinforced by the recommendation of
De Wirt CrixToN.

Amidst these excitements, Congress
came together in December, 1819, takin
possession of these Halls of the Capito
for the first time since their desolation by
the British. On the day after the receipt
of the President's Message, two several
committees of the House were consti-
tuted, one to consider the application of
Maine, and the other of Missouri, to enter
the Union as separate and independent
States. With only the delay of a single
day, the bill for the admission of Missouri
was reported to the House without the re-
striction of Slavery; but, as if shrinking
from the immediate digcussion of the great
question it involved, afterwards, on the
motion of Mr. MEercer, of Virginia, its
consideration was postponed for several
weeks; all which, be it observed, is in
open contrast with the manner in which
the present discussion has been precipi-
tated upon Congress. Meanwhile, the
Maine bill, when reported to the House,
was promptly acted upon, and sent to the
Senate.

In the interval between the report of
the Missouri bill and its consideration by
the House, a committee was constituted,
on motion of Mr. Tavror, of New York,
to inquire into the expediency of pro-
hibiting the introduction of Slavery into
the Territories west of the Mississippi.
This committee, at the end of a fortnight,
wag disgharged from further consideration
of thc subject, which, it was understood,
would enter into the postponed debate
on the Missouri bill. This early effort to
interdict Slavery in the Territories by a
special law is worthy of notice, on account
of some of the expressions of opinion
which it drew forth. In the course of his
remarks, Mr. Taylor declared, that

« He presumed there were no members, he
knew of none, who doubted the constitutional
power of Congress to impose such a restriction
on the Territories.”

A generous voice from Virginia recog-
nized at once the right and duty of Con-
gress. ‘This was from Charles Fenton
Mercer, who declared that

“ When the question proposed should come
fairly before the House, EP should support the
proposition. He should record his vote against
suffering the dark cloud of inhumanity, which
now darkened his country, from rolling on be-
yond the peaceful shores of the Mississippi.”

At length, on the 26th January, 1820,
the House resolved itself into Committee
of the Whole on the Missouri Bill, and
proceeded with its discussion, day by
day, till the 28th of February, when it was
reported back with amendments. But
meanwhile the same question was present-
ed to the Senate, where a conclusion was
reached earlier than in the House. A clause
for the admission of Missouri was moved by
way of tack to the Maine bill. To this an
amendment was moved by Mr. Roberts, of
Pennsylvania, prohibiting the further intro-
duction of Slavery into the State, which,
after a fortnight’s debate, was defeated by
27 nays to 16 yeas.

The debate in the Senate was of unusual
interest and splendor. It was especially
iHustrated by an effort of transcendent
power from that great lawyer and orator,
William Pinkney. Recently returned from
a succession of missions to foreign courts,
and at this time the acknowledged chief of
the American bar, particularly skilled in
questions of constitutional law, his course
as a Senator from Maryland was calcula-
ted to produce a profound impression. In
a speech which drew to this chamber an
admiring throng for two days, and which
at the time was fondly compared with
the best examples of Greece and Rome,
he first authoritatively proposed and de-
veloped the Missouri Compromise. His
masterly effort was mainly directed against
the restriction upon Missouri, but it began
and ended with the idea of compromise.
‘“ Notwithstanding,”” he says, * occasional
appearances of rather an unfavorable de-
scription, I have long since persuaded my-
self that the Missourt question, asit is call-
ed, might be laid to rest, with innocence
.and safety, by some conciliatory Compro-
mise at least, by which, as is our duty, we
might reconcile the extremes of conflict-
ing views and feelings, without any sacri-
fice of constitutional principles.” And he
closed with the hope that the restriction
on Missouri would not be pressed, but that
the whole question “might be disposed of
in a manner satisfactory to all, by a pros-
pective prokibition of Slavery in the Terri-
tory to the north and west of Missouri.”

This authoritative proposition of Com-
promise, from the most powerful advocate
of the unconditional admission of Missou-
ri, was made in the Senate on the 21st of
January. From various indications, it
seems to have found prompt favor in that
body. Finally, on the 17th of February,
the union of Maine and Missouri in one
bill prevailed there, by 23 yeas to 21 nays.
On the next day, D{r. omas, of Illi-
nois, who had always voted with the South

nst any restriction upon Missouri, in-
troduced the famous clause prohibitin
slavery north of 36 deg. 30 min., whic
now constitutes the eighth section of the
Missouri act. An effort was made to in-
clude the Arkansas Territory within this
prohibition ; but the South united against

this extension of the area of Freadom, and
it was defeated by 24 nays to 20 yeas. The
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prohibition, as moved by Mr. THoMmas,
then prevailed, by 34 yeas to only 10 nays.
Among those in the affirmative were both
the Senators from each of the slave States,
Louisiana, Teunessee, Kentucky, Dela-
ware, Maryland, and Alabama, and also
one of the Senators from each of the slave
States, Mississippi and North Carelina, in-
cluding in the honorable list the familiar
names of William Pinkney, James Brown,
and William Rufus King.

This bill, as thas amended, is the first
legislative embodiment of the Missouri
Compact or Compromise, the essential
conditions of which were, the admission
of Missouri as a State, without any restric-

slavery in all the ' remaining Territory of
Louisiana north of 36 deg. 30 min. This
bill, thus composed, containing these two
propositions—this double measure—final-
ly passed the Senate by a test vote of 24
yeas to 20 nays. The yeas embraced every
Southern Senator, except Nathaniel Ma-
con, of North Carolina, and William Smith,
of South Carolina.

Mr. BuTLER, (interrupting.) Mr. Gail-
lard voted with Mr. Smith.

Mr. SumNER. No, sir. The name of John
Gaillard, Senator from South Carolina, is
found in favor of the €Compromise. I
speak with the Journal in my hand, and
now repeat, that the yeas embraced every
Southorn Senator, except Mr. Macon and
Mr, Smith. The nays embraced every
Northern Senator, except the two Senators
from Illinois and one Senator from Rhode
Island, and one from New Hampshire.
And this, sir, is the record of the first stage
in the adoption of the Misssuri Compro-
mise. First openly announced and vindi-
cated on the floor of the Senate, by a dis-
tinguished Southern statesman, it was for-
ced on the North by an almost unanimous
Southern vote. ’

While things had thus culminated in
the Seunate, discussion was still proceed-
ing in the other House on the original
Missouri bill. This was for a moment
arrested by the reception from the Senate
of the Maine bill, embodying the Mis-
souri Compromise. Upon this the debale
was brief and the decision prompt. But
here, even at this stage, as at every other, a
Southern statesman intervenes. Mr. Smith,
of Maryland, for many years an eminent
Senator of that State, but at this time a
Representative, while opposing the restrie-
tion on Missouri, vindicated the prohibi-
tion of slavery in the Territories:

“ Mr. S. Smith said, that he roee principally
with s view to state his understanding of the
Empmd amendment, viz: that it retained the

oundaries of Mimsouri, as delineated in the
bill ; that it prohibited the admission of slaves
west of the west line of Mi i, and north of
the north line; that it did not interfere with
the Territory of Arkansas, or the uninhabited
land west thereof. He thought the proposition
not exceptionable ; but doubted the propriet
of its forming a part of the bill. He consid-

ered the power of Congress over the terri
A8 p:,nnlimihd,bahnihldmid?n:';

that vonld impose on its Territories
any restrictions it thought proper; that if citi-
zens go into the Territories thus restricted,
tlmﬂy cannot carry with them slaves. Thay
wil be without slaves, and will be educated
with prejodices and habits such as will ex-
olude all desire on their part to admit slavery,
when they shall become sufficiently numerous
to be admitted as a State. Aud this is the ad-
vantage proposed by the amendment.”

But the House was not disposed to
barter the substantial restriction of sla-
very in Missouri, for what seemed its un-
substantial prohibition in an unsettled
Territory. The Compromise was rejected,
and the bill left in its original condition.
This was done by large votes. Even the
prohibition of slavery was thrown eut by
159 yeas to 18 nays, both the North and
the South uniting against it. The Senate,
on receiving the bill back from the House,
insisted on their amendments. The House
in turn insisted on their disagreement.
According to parliamentary usage, a Com-
mittee of Conference between the two
Houses was appoined. Mr. THoMmas, of
Ilinois, Mr. PinkxeY, of Maryland, and
Mr. James Barsour, of Virginia, com-
posed this important committee on the
part of the Senate; and Mr. HoLmeEs, of
Maine, Mr. Tavror, of New York, Mr.
Lowxpgs, of South Carolina, Mr. PARKER,
of Massachusetts, and Mr. Kinsey, of
New Jersey, on the part of the House.

Meanwhile, the House had voted on
the original Missouri bill. An amend-
ment, peremptorily interdicting all Slavery
in the new State, was adopted by 94
yeas to 86 nays; and thus the bill passed
the House, and was sent to the Senate,
March 1st. Thus, after an exasperated
and protracted discussion, the two Houses
were at a dead-lock. The double-headed
Missouri Compromise, was the ultimatum
of the Senate. The restriction of Slavery
in Missouri, involving, of course, its pro-
hibition in all the unorganized Territories,
was the ultimatum of the House.

At this stage, on the 2d of March, the
Commitfee of Conference made their re-
port, which was urged at once upon the
House by Mr. Lowndes, the distinguished
Representative from South Carolina, and
one of her most precious sons. And
here, sir, at the mention of this name, yet
fragrant among us, let me stop for one
moment this current of history, to express
the tender admiration with which I am in-
spired. Mr. Lowndes died before my rec-
ollection of political events; but he is en-
deared by that single sentiment—that the
Presidency is an office never {o be sought—
which, by its beauty, shames the vileness
of aspiration in our day, and will ever live
as an amaranthine flower. Such a man
at any time is a host; but he now threw
his great heart into the work. He object-
ed even to a motion to print the report
of the Commitiee, on the ground * that it
would imply a determination in the House
to delay a decision of the subject to-day,
which he had hoped the House was fully
prepared for.” The question them came,
on striking out the restriction in the Mis-
souri bill. The report in the National.In-
telligencer says:

“ Mr. Lowxnes spoke brisiljr
the Compromise recommen by the Com-
mittee of Conference, and u with great
earnesiness the propriety of a decision which
would restore tranquillity to the country, which
was demanded by every consideration of dis-
cretion, of moderation, of wisdom, and of vir-
lue.

“ Mr. Mercer, of Virginia, followed on the
same side with t earnestness, and had
spoken about half an hour, when he was com-
pelled by indisposition to resume his seat.”

In conformity with this report, this dis-
turbing question was at once put at rest.
Maine and Missouri were each admitted
into the Union as independent States.
The restriction of Slavery in Missouri was
abandoned by a yote in the House of 90

in support of

tion of slavery; and the prehibition of

30 min., exclusive of Missouri, was sub-
stituted by a vote of 134 yeas to 42 nays.
Among the distinguished Southern names
in the affirmative, are Louis McLane, of
Delaware, Samuel Smith, of Maryland,
William Lowndes, of South Carolina,
and Charles Fenton Mercer, of Virgina.
The title of the Missouri bill was amend-
ed in conformity with this prohibition,
by adding the words, “and to prohibit
Slavery in @ertain Territories.”” The bills
then passed both Houses without a di-
vision ; and, on the morning of the 3d
March, 1820, the National Intelligencer
contained an exulting article, entitled:
“The Question Seuleﬁ."

_ Aunother paper, Eghlishad in Baltimore,
immediately after the passage of the Com-
promise, vindicated it as a perpetual com-
racl, which could not be disturbed. The
anguage is so clear and strong that T will
read it, although it has been already quoted
by my able and most excellent friend from
Ohio, [Mr. Cuase:]

“ It 1s true the Compromise is supported only
by the letter of the law, e ealabkbyt’umdhardy
which enacted it ; bul the circumstapces of the
case give this law a MoRrAL vorce equal fo that
of cgonl' e provision of the Constitution ; and
we not hazard anything by saying that the
Constitution exists in s observance. Both par-
ties have sacrificed much to conciliation. We
wish to see the compact kept in good faith, and
we trust that a kind Providence will open the
way to relieve us ol an evil which every good
citizen deprecates as the supreme curse ol the
country.”—Niles’s Register.

Sir, the distinguished leaders in this set-
tlement were all from the South. As early
as February, 1819, Louis McLane, of Dela-
ware, had urged it upon Congress, * by
gsome compact binding upon all subsequent
legislatures.” It wasin 1820 brought for-
ward and upheld in the Senate by WiLLiam
Pinkney, of Maryland, and passed in that
body by the vote of every Southern Sen-
ator except two, against the vote of every
Northern Senator except four. It was wel-
comed in the House by Samuel Smith, of
Maryland. The Committee of Conference,
through which it finally prevailed, was fill-
ed, on the part of the Senate, with inflexi-
ble partisans of the South, such as might
fitly represent the sentiments of its Pres-
ident pro fem., John Gaillard, a Senator
from South Carolina; on the part of the
House, it was nominated by Henry Cray,
the Speaker, and Representative from Ken-
tucky. This committee, thus constituted,
drawing its double life from the South, was
unanimous in favor of the Compromise.
A private letter from Mr. PINKNEY, written
at the time, and preserved by his distin-
guished biographer, shows that the report
made by the committee came frem him.

“ The bill for the admission of Missouri into
the Union (withow! restriction as to Slavery)
may be considered as past. That bill was sent
back again this morning from the House, with
the restriction as to Slavery. The Senate voted
to amend it by striking out the restriction, (27
1o 15,) and proposed, as another amendment,
what | have all been the advocale of, a re-
siriclion upon the vacant lern'lor? to the north
and west, as to Slavery. To-night the House
of Representatives have agreed 1o both of these
amendments, in opposition 1o their former votes,
and this affair is settled.  To-morrow we shall
(of course) recede from our amendments as to
Maine, (our object being effected,) and both
States will be Rtllllllltl’lj. This happy result has
been accomplished by the Conference, of which I
was a member on the part of the Senale, and of
which I proposed the report which has been
made.”’

Thus again the Compromise takes its
life from the South. Proposed in the eom-
mittee by Mr. PINkNgY, it was urged on the
House of Representatives, with great ear-
nestuess, by Mr. Lowndes, of South Caro-
lina, and Mr. Mercer, of Virginia: and here
again is the most persuasive voice of the
South. When passed by Congress, it next
came before the President, Jumes Monroe,
of Virginia, for his approval, who did not
sign it ull after the unanimous opinion of
his Cubinet, in writing, composed of John
Quincy Adams, William H. Crawford,
Smith Thompson, John C. Calhoun, and
William Wirt—a majority of whom were
Southern men—that the prohibition of
Slavery in the Terntories was constitu-
tional. Thus yet again the Compromise
takes its life from the South.

As the Compromise took its life from
the South, 20 the South, in the judgment
of its own statesmen at the time, and
according to unquestionable facts, was
the conquering party. It gained forth-
with its darling desire, the first and essen-
tial stage in the adinission of Missouri as a
slave State, consummated at the next ses-
sion of Congress; and subsequently the
admission of Arkansas, also as a slave
State. From the crushed and humbled
North, it received more than the full con-
sideration stipulated in its favor. On the
side of the North the contract has been
more than executed. And now the South
refuses to perform the part which it ori-
ginally proposed and assumed in this trans-
action. With the consideration in its
pocket, it repudiates the bargain which it
forced upon the country. This, sir, is a
simple statement of the present question.

A subtle German has declared, that he
could find heresies in the Lord’s Prayer—
and I believe it is only in this spirit that
any flaw can be found in the existing obli-
gations of this compact.  As late as 1848,
in the discussions of this body, the Sen-
ator from Virginia, who sits behind me,
[Mr. Masox,] while condemning it in
many aspects, says:

“Yet as it was agreed to as a Compromise

by the South for the sake of the Tnion, I weould

be the last to disturb il.”"— Congressional Globe,

;_"l]'pycnrﬁx. Lst session, 3Uth Congress, Vol. 19, p.
a1, '

Even this distinguished Senator recog-
nised it as an obligation which he would
not disturb. And, though dishelieving
the original constitutionality of the ar-
rangement, he was clearly right. Tknow,
sir, that it is in form simply a legislative
act; but as the Aet of Settlement in Eng-
land, declaring the rights and liberties of
the subject and settling the succession of
the Crown, has become a permanent part
of the British Constitution, irrepealable by
any coimon legislation, so this act, under
all the circumstancefattending its passage,
also by long acquiescence and the com-
plete performance of its conditions by one
party, has become a part of our fundamen-
tal law, irrepealable by any common legis-
lation. As well might Congress at this
moment undertake to overhaul the origi-
nal purchase of Louisiana, as unconstitu-
tional, and now, on this account, thrust
away that magnificent heritage, with all
s cilies, states, and territories, teeming
with civilization. The Missouri Compact,
m its unperformed obligations to Free-
dom, stands at this day as impregnable as
the Louisiana purchase.

L appeal to Senators about me, not to
disturb it. T appeal to the Senators from

eas to 87 nays; and the prohibitien of
§Inery in all Territories north of 36 deg.

made in their behalf by James Barsous
and Cuaries Fenroy Mercer. [appeal
to the Senators from South Carolina, to
guard the weork of Joun GamnLarp and
Wirtiam Lowwspes. I appeal to the
Senators from Maryland, to uphold the
Compromise which elicited the eonstant
support of Samuel Smith, and was first tn-
umphantly pressed by the unsurpassed elo
quence of Pinkney. I appeal to the Sen-
ators from Delaware, to maintain the land-
mark of Freedom in the Territory ol
Louisiana, early espoused by Lows M-
Lane. I appeal to the Senators from
Kentucky, not to repudiate the pledges of
Henry Clay. I appeal to the Senators
from Alabama, not to break the agresment
sanctioned by the earliest votes in the
Senate of their late most cherished feillow-
citizeu, William Rufus King. Sir, I have
heard of an honor that feels a stain like a
wound. If there be any such in this eham-
ber—as there surely is—it will hesitate to
to take upon itself’ the stain of this repu-
diation.

Sir, Congress may now set aside this
obligation, repudiate this plighted faith
annul this compact; and some of you,
forgetful of the majesty of honest dealing,
in order to support slavery, may con-
sider it advantageous to use this power
To all such let me commend a familiar
story: An eminent leader in antiquity
Themistocles, once announced to the
Athenian Assembly, that he had a schem
to propose, highly beneficial to the State
but which could not be expounded to the
many. Aristides, surnamed the Just, was
appointed to receive the secret, and to re-
port upon it. His brief and memorable
judgment was, that, while nothing could
be more advantageous to Athens, noth-
ing could be more unjust; and the Athe-
nian multitude, responding at once, re
jected the proposition. It appears that
it was propoged to burn the combined
Greek fleet, which then rested in the secu
rity of peace in a neighboring sea, and
thus confirm the naval supremacy ol
Athens. A similar proposition is now
brought before the American Senate. You
are asked to destroy a safeguard of Free-
dom, consecrated by solemn ecompaet,
under which the country is now reposing
in the security of peace, and thus confirm
the supremacy of Slavery. To this insti-
tution and its partisans the proposition
may scem to be advantageous ; but noth-
ing can be more unjust. Let the judg-
ment of the Athenian multitude be yours,

This is what I have to say on this head.
I now pass to the second branch of the
argument.

IT. Mr. President, it is not only as an -
fraction of solemn compaet, embodied 1n
ancient law, that I arraign this bill. T ar-
raign it also as a flagrant and extravagant
departure from the original policy of our
fathers, consecrated by their lives, opin-
ions, and acts,

And here, sir, bear with me in a brel
recital of unquéstioned facts. At the periodl
of the Declaration of Independence, there
was upwards of half a million eolored
persons in slavery throughout the United
Colonies. These unhappy people were
originally stolen from Afnea, or were the
children of those who hiad been stolen

and, though distributed throughout the
whole country, were to be found n
largest number in the Southern States.

But the spirit of Freedom then prevailed
in the land. The fathers of the Republic,
leaders in the war of Independence, were
struck with the inconsistency of an appeal
for their own liberties, while holding in
bondage their fellow-men, only ** gmity ol
a skin not colored like their own." The
same conviction animated the hearts of the

people, whether at the North or South.
At a town meeting, at Danbury, Conne:

ticut, held on the 12th December, 1778
the following declaration was made :

“ Tt is with sipgular pleasure we note the
serond article of the Associntion, in which it s
agreed o import no more negro slaves, as we
cannot but think it a palpable absurdity so
loudly to complain of attempis to enslave us
wlile we are actnally enslaving others.””—udm
Archives, Ath Sexies, Vol I, p. 1035,

The South responded m similar strains
At a meeting n Darien, Georgaa, in 1775
the following important resolution was put
forth:

« To show the world that we are pot inllu
eneed by any contracted or interested motives,
but by a general philanthropy for all mankind,

of whatever climate, language, or complexion,
we herehy declare our disapprobation and abho
rence I‘l’I the wanatural plut‘“r‘r 1_-]' ._‘ﬂ'.'flrri‘_q
(however the uncultivated state of the country
or other specious arguments may plead for it )-
a practice founded in injustice and eruelly, and
highly dangerous to our liberties as well as lives,
debasing part of our J‘rl'!'mr crealures belme men,
and corrupling the virtue and wunals of the resl,
and laying the basis of that liberty we contend
for, and which we pray the Almighty to ron
tinue to the latest posterity, upon i very wrong
foundation. We therefore resolve at all times
to use our ulmosl endeavors for the Mamemission
of our slaves in this Colony, upon the most

safe and equitable footing for the masters and
themselves." —. Im. Jrehives, Ath Series, Fal. |,
p. 1135,

The soul of Virginia, during this penod
found also foervid utterance through Jef-
ferson, who, by precocious and immor-
tal words, has enrolled himself among
the earliest Abolitionists of the country.
In his address to the Virginia Convention
of 1774, he openly avowed, while vindi-
cating the rights of British America, that
“the abolition of domestic slavery is the
greatest nl:jf'l‘,l of desire in these Colonie 8,
where it was unhappily introduced in their
infant stafe”” And then again, in the Dec-
laration of Independence, he embodied
sentiments, which, when praclically ap-
plied, will give Freedom to cvery Slave
throughout the land. “We hold these
truths to be self-evident,” says our coun-
try, speaking by the voice of Jefferson,
“that all men are ereated equal—that they
are endowed with certain inalienable
rights—that among these are life, liberiy,
and the pursuit of happiness.” Aund again,
in the Congress of the Confederation, he
brought forward, as early as 1784, a reéso-
lution to exclude Slavery from all the Ter-
ritory “ceded or to be ceded” by the States
of the Federal Government, including the
whole territory now eovered by Tennes-
see, Mississippl, and Alabama. Lost a
first by a single vote only, this measure, in
a more restricted form, was renewed at a
subsequent day, by an honored son of
Massachusetts, and in 1787 was finally
confirmed in the Ordinance of the north-
western territory, by a unanimous vote of
the States.

Thus _early and distinetly do we discern
the Anti-Slavery character of the found-
ers of our Republic, and their determina-
tion to place the National Gevernment,
within the sphere of its Juriediotion,

Virginia, 10 keep inviolate the eompact
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